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Table 2.1: 
DI.GTRIBUTIOM OF TOTAL OUTSTANDING CREDIT: 
BUSINESS, FARM S- OVERALL* . ,.' 
Total Credit Outstanding Principal Purposes of kd Bank Loans, 
Business Farm Total 
Percent of Respondents! 
5,000 or less 47/0 38.2}o 
5,001 - 10,000' 17 20 18.9 
10,001 - 20,000 19 10 12.0 
20,001 - 30,000 11 . . . . a 8.2 
30,001 -50,000 14 3. 7.3 
50,001 - 70,000 4 • 1 3.5 
70.001 -100,000 4 3 3.5 
100,001 -200,000- 3 - 2.5 
?oo,oni -500,000- . . 1 : 1 1.3 
Over 500;, 000 — • - _ • 0.6 
Not Ascejrtninnd 1 7 4,1 
Total: T W To^T. 106. n>r 
The classi f icat ion into business and farm loans i s made according 
to the nurpose of the bank loans, but total credit outstanding includes 
amounts owed on loans for .all purposes. 
Table 2,2: 
SlZf DISTRIBUTION Of LOAMS RETORTED: BANK AND OTHER 
Sources of Loan: 
Amount of Loan 
5,000 or less 
5,001 - 10,000 
10,001 - 20,000 
20,001 - 30,000 
30,001 - 50,000 
50,00? - 7Q,000 
70,001 - 100,000 
100,001 - 200,000 
200,001 - 500,000 
Over 500,000 
Not ascertained 
Bank 
[Percent 
Other* 
of 
Total 
Respondents) 
27. f?,' 37.4°/o 29.9}' 
23.2 15.4 21.2 
18.3 11.4 16.5 
8.6 7.3 6.3 
8.9 3.3 7.4 
4.0 5.7 4.4 
7.2 6.5 7.0 
1.1 2.4 1.5 
1.4 3.3 1.9 
0 2.4 0.6 
0 4.9 1.3 
100. CP' "100. njo 100. 0}'o 
Average size of loan (K.Shs.) 22,700 47,500 32,600 
* This i s not a random sample of credit given by sources other than 
bank as persons who do not have -a loan from i t are excluded from 
consideration. 
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T a b l e ? . 3 : 
f.'EAN VALUE Or LOANS REPORTED BY 
BRANCH OFFICE fIN K. Shs.l: 
SOURCE OF LOAN 
Branch Of f i ce Bank Other1-* Total 
B 17,000 63,600 32,700 
C 21,300 40,200 27,800 
D 23;300 4,200 19,500 
E 49,600 40,000 47,000 
F 14,300 73,700 25,000 
Average, a l l branches. 22,700 47,500 32,600 
•** Not a random sample of credit from other sources as persons who 
do not have a loan from the bank surveyed ni l nxclucl d from coosideration. 
* Each average shewn i s the value n f loans renorted divided by the 
number of loans in that category, 
Table 2.4: 
SIZE DISTRIBUTION OF ALL LUANS REPORTED [BANK AND OTHER] ACCORDING 
TO BRANCH. OFFICE. 
Amount of B c 
BRANCH OFFICE 
__ JD E F 
Loan (K. Shs.) (Percent of Loans) 
5,000 or less 29°/o 311 27% 36°/u 
5,001 - 10;000 20 21 37 13 Of7 t 
10,001 - 20,000 25 • 18 in 13 12 
20;001 - 30;000 10 6 7 7 12 
30,001 - .50,000. 5 • 13 3 0 3 
50,001 - 70,000 1 5 3 6 6 
Over 70,000 ' 9 6 10 21 n u 
N/A 1 0 0 4 0 
Total : ioa}b Trie?/' 10CP/U 
If 
10 Or 
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Table 2 .5 : 
BUSINESS ANOTARM LOADS IN SAMPLE - BANK ONLY 
Percent No.^  of Respondents 
Business only 3 5 . ^ ' 81 
Farm only 36.9 85 
Business & Farm 7.8 _I8 
80.0 184 
Other Loans 17.4 40 
Not ascertained 2.6 6 
100. CP/ 230 
NOTE: In the tables presented in subsequent sections loans.used for both 
businesses and farms are included in both categories. Hence, loans denoted 
"Businesses" account for 43P/c of the total and those denoted "Farm" make up 
44,7/c of the total . 
Table 2.6: 
DISTRIBUTION OF FUNDS ACCORDING TO BRAfJCH Am PURPOSE 
Purpose r A B . 
(Percent) 
- D -
E__ F_ 
Aariculture 19.1 15.5 30.8 2.2 16.1 39.3 
Manufacturing 0.7 5.6 56.9 12.3 6.3 
Building and Construction 9.1 52.1 3.0 17.9 13.0 11.1 
Trade 45,6 15.9 45.7 22.3 17.6 17.0 
Transport and Communication — 15.1 0.5 2.3 
o o Og / 
Other 25.5 1.8 14.4 0.7 30.7 21.8 
l oo . or. 100. CT/c 100. i oo . cr 100. CF,'- 100. CF' 
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Table 3.3; 
DISTRIBUTION Or S IZE OF HOUSEHOLD BY TYPE OF LOAN. 
Purpose of Bank Loan 
No. of persons in Household: Business Farm Overall 
(Including Respondent) Percent of Respondents) 
1 &/, lGP/o 6.9/o 
2 1 - 1.0 
3 6 O o 4.4 
4 4 2 4.7 
5 9 6 8.2 
G 4 12 8.5 
7 6 12 8.5 
0 9 9 8.5 
9 0 13 9.5 
10 10 6 0.5 
11 8 10 7.3 
12 4 4 6.0 
13 4 5 3.2 
14 - " 2 1.0 
15 + 19' 4 12.0 
N.A. N.A. 3 o C- 2.0 
Total: lOOjt 100/' loq'o 
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Table 3.4: 
EDUCATION OF U3AN RECIPIENTS i 
TYPE OF BANK LOAN: 
Formal 
Education: 
Business 
f Proportion; 
Farm Total 
of Respondents) 
None 
Primary 
Secondary to 
Form IV 
Completed "A" 
Levels, Form VI 
N/A 
8$ 
59 
31 
1 
1 
lOCF/o 
4°/o 
42 
"51 
2 
1 
lOOP/o 
4,1% 
46.7 
47.0 
1.6 
o.er/o 
10(7/: 
Additional Training, 
None 
Farmer training 
Skil ls training 
course 
On-the-job 
training, 
Other 
27% 
University, 
Teacher Training 16 
2 
53 
18°/c 
35 
4 
42. 
1 
lC.ff/c 
26.5 
3.5 
48.9 
2.5 
lOCF/i loo/. lOO.CPy'O 
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Table 3 .5 : 
RESIDENCE LOCATION BY TYPE OF BANK LOAN: 
TYPE OF BANK LOAN: 
Re- od nricc Location: 
(A)* In d istr ic t served 
by branch: 
Rural Location 
Small market centre 
Major town 
Business 
47$ 
14 
35 
Farm Tota]^ 
_o.f Respondents) 
40/ 
8 
35 
44$ 
13 
35 
)• Not_ in d is tr ic t served 
by^bronchi. 
Rural 
Major town or 
Nairobi 
Other, N.A. 
4 
1 
4 
3 
3 
? 
Total: 100 100/ 100/ 
Table ?.€>'. 
DISTRIBUTION OF VEHICLES fOTHER THAN FOR TRANSPORT BUSINESS) 
Business Farm Overall 
[Percent of Respondents) 
None 51$ 61$ 56.2$ 
1 35 32 30.3 
2 10 5 8.8 
3 1 2 l . S 
4 1 - 1.3 
5 - 1 0.3 
6 . 1 - 1 . 0 
7 1 - >G 
3 or more - _ -
10CJ>' 100$ 100/ 
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Table 4.2: 
TYPE OF BUSINESSES O'/if-JED BY BANK LOAN RECIPIENTS: 
Type of Business: 
No business 
interest 
Business just being 
established 
Retail Trading 
Wholesale 
Transport Services 
Vehicle or equipment 
repair 
Food processing.posho 
mil l , jaggery 
Processing agricu-
ltural products 
Manufacturing 
Other 
*Total 
TYPE OF BANK LOAM 
Business Farm 
(Percent of Respondents) 
0)' 
7 
73 
10 
11 
Q 
n 
71% 
25 
3 
4 
TOTAL 
130; • 1051/' 
46. ir;, 
44.4 
6.0 
5.7 
2.2 
3.8 
1.0 
2.5 
3.Q 
115.3/0 
*Adds to more than 100% because of multiple business ownership. 
Table 4.3; 
COMBINATIONS 01- ENTERPRISES 07NED HY RESPONDENTS Win-! MORE THAN ONE BUSINESS 
(Recipients of business loans with more than one business enterprise). 
Percent: 
More then one retai l trade outlet 10% 
IVholesalc and retai l trade combination 20 
Trade and transport combinations 15 
Trade and processing food or agricul tural products 20 
Trade and vehicle repair e 
Trade and manufacturing 10 
Processing and transport 5 
Other combinations 
Total: 100* 
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Table 4.4:* 
SIZE CF BLEIMESS OWNED COMPARED TP COH'PETIORS 
Size of Respondent's business relative of Percent 
competitors] 
Much smaller 10/o 
Smaller 28 
About the same 31 
Bigger 16 
Much bigger 5 
Not ascertained 4 
Total: inCP/o 
THE RESPONDENT !VAS ASKED: How would you say this business compares in size 
with other businesses with which you compete? 
* Unless otherwise stated, a l l remaining tables for Section 4 refer 
to r°snondents with bank loans for business purposes or for both farm and 
business purposes. 
Table 4.5: 
BUSINESS FREMISES USED: 
Space available in main 
p l a c r . of business: 
One room 
Two rooms 
3 - 4 rooms 
More than 4 rooms 
One building 
Several buildings 
Other (combinations) 
Not ascertained 
Total 
Area available in main 
place of business; 
Less than 300 Sq. f t . 
300 - 1199 Sq. f t . 
1200 - 2399 Sq. f t . 
2400 - Sq. f t . or more 
Not Ascertained 
Total: 
Type of Business 
Trading Other Total 
lfP/o 20/ 12°/o 
23 12 22 
19 20 19 
6 5 6 
28 1 25 
4 4 5 
2 2 3 
7 12 8 
100/ 100/ lOCP/o 
20/ 20/ 
16 44 
24 12 
12 13 
20 11 
Tool lOCBt 
- 1 2 - IDS/IVP 342A. 
TABLE 5.2: 
EMPLOYMENT REPORTED I N BUSINESSES RECEIV ING EAiMK. LOAMS. 
Number of Employees: Percent: 
Business bning established B% 
None 9 
1 - 2 24 
3 - 4 23 
5 - 9 20 
1 0 - 1 9 9 
20 Or more 6 
Not ascertained 1 
Total : lOCP/o 
TABLE 4,71 
MONTHLY GROSS TLBNOVER OF BUSINESSES RECEIVING BANK LOANS. • 
Turnover (K.Shs./month) Percent: 
Business being established 6% 
5.000 or l e s s 49 
5.001 - 10,000 12 
10,001 _ 20,000 B 
20,001 - 50,000 14 
50,001 -100,000 4 
1no,001 - or more 5 
Total: T W 
TABLE 4.0: 
PRODUCTS SOLD BY BUSINESSES REPRESENTED IN THE BANK LOAN SAMPLE 
Type of Product: Percent 
Consumer goods: 
PerishablR 
Durable goods, text i les, 
clothes and shoes 
Farm inputs 1 
Farm Equipment, spares ® 
Building materials, hardware: 
Other machinery and equioment ® 
Vehicles 1 
Other 4 
Total 
*Total adds to more than 100% because several businessmen report more than 
one product. 
Excludes those with transport enterprises and no other business. 
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TABLE 4.9; 
SUPPLIERS OF BUSINESSES RECEIVING BANK LOANS. 
Suppliers Percent 
Farm - rs 29}' 
Wholesalers 75 
Factories, manufacturers 24 
Importers i ' 0 
Other 11 
Not ascertained 6 
Total* 149}' 
* Total adds to more than 100$ because some respondents mention more than 
one supplier. 
TABLE 4.10; 
CUSTOMERS OF BUSINESSES RECEIVING BANK LOANS 
Customers; Percent 
Consumers: SB"/1 
Farmers 24 
Wholesalers IB 
Retailers 27 
Constractors 3 
Others ? 
Mot ascertained 2 
Tota l : * 15CP/o 
*Total adds to more than lOCP/a because some businessmen mention several types 
of customers. 
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TAELE 4.12: 
CHANGE IN BUSINESS OVER THE PAST TVO YEARS BY SIZE OF BUSINESS AS COMPARED 
TO CQ"PETITIQRS: 
Size of business relative to Total 
Competitors. 
Volume of business Smaller About the Same Larger 
compared to two years ago. 
Much bigger 1S% 18% 3ff/o 2C% 
(Over 50-- growth) 
Bigger 14 25 36 24 
About the same 35 8 21 10 
Smaller 25 32 7 25 
Much smaller 5 10 * 7 
Not ascertained 5 8 * 5 
Total: 100?' 100/ 100% 10C% 
* Less than 0,5 percent. 
The respondent was asked Compared to two years ago.would ygu say the present 
volume of business i s much bigger (over, 50% .above.), bigger, smaller .or much 
smaller? 
TABLE 4. 13: 
REASONS GIVEN FOR CHANGE IN THE VOLUME OF BUSINESS 
Business volume is larger Percent 
than two years ago due to: 
A. Availabil ity of credit 31% 
B. Specific act iv i t ies of the manager or 
.improved services 89 
C. Growth of population and markets 4 
D. Inflation 4 
E. Other reasons: N/A __24 
Total* 151% 
Business volume is smaller 
. than two years ago due to: 
A. Lack of credit 3.2% 
B. Specific act iv i t ies of the enter-
prise or change in services 5 
C. Lack of growth in markets 43 
D. Inflation 71 
E. Other reasons 7 
Total * 159;'. 
Percentages add to more than lOCF/o as some respondents gave several reasons. 
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TABLE 4.14 
EXPECTED GROWTH IN BUSINESS VOLUME COMPARED.TO PAST GROWTH EXPERIENCE. 
Expected growth In . Business volume compared Total; 
the future. to two years ago. 
Bigger About the Same Smaller 
Rapid growth 32% ].£% 2% 10% 
Moderate growth 61 48 64 61 
No growth 5 20 31 IS 
Decline 2 IS 4 
Other - - 2 1 
Total: 10(3$ 100??. 100/- 100% 
Table 
TABLE 4.15 
PLANS RELATED TO EXPANSION OF BUSINESS ESTABLISHMENTS TO PROVIDE FOR EXPECTED 
GRO'VTH*-
Nature of plan: Percent 
Obtain loan, f inancing..., 47% 
Add to stock; extend product 
lines, extend services offered 41 
Construction, expansion of buildings 31 
Purchase equipment 
Plans not ascertained; other 13 
TOTAL 152% 
* Respondent? with bank loans for business purposes who anticipate growth 
in their enterprize in the next year or two. 
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TABLE 5.20: 
FR0FITA8ILITY OF BLBINES5 ENTERPRISES, 
Percent of Business Loan 
Recipients 
Business is 
More profitable 
than competitors 2270 
About as profitable 
as competitors 52 
Less profitable than 
competitors 25 
Other, N/A 2 
To ta l : lOO/c 
TABLE 4.17: 
DISTRIBUTION OF REASONS GIVEN FOR PROFITABILITY OF BUSINESS ENTERPRISES. 
Business is more profitable Percent 
than competitors because of: 
Market situation, better customers, 
or more customers 30/ 
Monopoly franchise 7 
Better quality goods, selection of goods 
or better services than the competition 35 
Inventory control or management ' IB 
Other 4 
100/ 
Business is less profitable than 
competitors because of : 
Market situation, worse or 
fewer customers IS'3/ 
Inabil ity to provide quality of goods, 
selection, or range of services of competitors 38 
Inventory control or management problems 30 
Other reasons 12 
10W 
- 3a - IDS/WP 342 ,A. 
TABLE 4.105 
FACTORS CITED AS IMPORTANT TO SUCCESS IN BUSINESS 
COMPARED TO PROFITABILITY. 
Business is ; Difference 
Factor responsible More Profitable The same or 
for success in than competitors less prof i ts-
business ble than 
competitors. 
A. Growth in the number 
of local customers 100% 94% 8% 
B. Hard Work 100 93 7 
C. Availabil ity of loans 96 06 10 
0. Careful accounting of 
. prof i t and loss 93 86 7 
E. Careful control of stocks 89 86 3 
F. Development of new 
products, processes 
or services. 75 70 5 
0. Special abi l i ty to hire 
people you can trust 71 76 -5 
H. Personal contacts in 
govornm; nt 57 36 19 
1. Government contracts 36 56 -20 
TABLE 5.1; 
OISTRIBirriON HE EAHf' SIZE 
ALL MNP IN FARM Percent 
fAcres) of Farmers 
6 or lor,s 33% 
6 - 1 0 34 
11 - 20 13 
2 1 - 4 0 9 
41 - 100 " • 5 
101 - 500 3 
Over 500 3 
Total 100/. 
Unless otherwise stated, a l l tables for section 5 refer onl y to borrowers 
of bank loans for farm nurposes and fam ind husinpss purposes combined. 
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TABLE 5.2: 
RELATIVE SIZE OF FAR?' BY COMPARISON ITH OTHERS NEAR-BY: 
Percrnt of 
Farmers. 
Much bigger 
Bigger 
About the same 
Smaller 
N< A-r 
38 
28 
6 
100/ 
TABLE 5.3; 
ACREAGE DISTRIBUTION OF PERMANENT CROPS 
Acres: Total: Tea: Coffee: Fruit: P/rethrum; Passion Fruit; Sugar; 
(Percent of fanners) 
0 40P/o 82°/ 61"/ 82$ 95$ 90$ 92$ 
1 17 3 22 15 1 7 2 
2 13 10 6 1 2 1 
3 14 2 4 - - o Cm. 
4 3 - 2 - 1 -
5 3 2 - - — 1 
6 2 - 1 - - -
/ 
8 - 9 1 V ! 
10 -19 1 - t -
20 -49 4 
\ 
/ 1 2 1 1 1 
50 -87 - t 
1 88 or 
more 1 
N.A, - - 1 1 - 1 
100/ 100$ 100/ 100/ 100/ 100/ 100/ 
Note: 
No pineapple or pyrethrum were found in this sample. 
Sometimes respondents gave total acres in permanent crops without 
giving breakdowns into acreages under individual crops. 
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TABLE 5.4; 
ACREAGE DISTRIBUTION OF ORCPS GROWN DURING LONG RAINS AND TOTAL FOR SHORT RAINS 
Acres Total Ltjcsl Hybrid Other Beans Roots Verreta- Cotton Toba- Total 
Lnng 
Rains 
Maize Maize Grsins 
(Percent of farmers) 
bl es cco Short 
Rains 
0 14% 36F/o 90% 48% 5QP/> 82% 9S/o 97% 25% 
1 9 3 18 4 29 31 12 1 - 13. 
2 
3 
10 
18 
3 • 
1 
12 
6 
— 10 
1 
10 5 1 — 18 
14 
4 15 3 10 1 1 1 - 1 - 10 
5 3 2 - 1 - - - 1 c 
6 5 - 3 - 3 - - - _ 1 
7 5 - 1 - 1 - - - - 3 
8 - 9 4 1 ) • • 3 
10-19 10 1 
1 
5 
20-49 5 \ 10 2 2 - - - - 3 
50-87 
~ 1 
f • . . f ' 
-
08 or 
more 
1 
i J 
I 1 
N/A - 1 3 3 3 1 1 1 2 1 
100/ iocr/o 100"/ 100/ 100P/ 100% 100/ iocr/o 100/ 10CP/a 
Notes Acreages may be available overall but not for individual crops. 
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TABLE 5.5: 
DISTRIBUTION OF LIVESTOCK 
Number of Drauqht Bulls Bull Steers Dairy Hi-iffers Sheep Goats Chic 
Animals: Calves kens 
fProportion of Farmers) 
0 93% 70/o 69/ 88% 29"/ 44% 51% 76% 32% 
1 2 6 14 3 6 21 1 1 ] 
2 3 7 5 2 25 17 11 8 -
3 2 5 - 18 4 13 1 . ..2. 
4 1 3 1 1 1 4 3 1 ]. 
5 - p 1 " 6 3 5 3 4 
5 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 
7 - - - 1 1 5 1 1 
8 - 9 2 - 1 1 1 1 3 1 
10-19 - - 1 8 2 2 3 32 
20-49 - 1 1 2 - 5 — 16 
50-87 - 1 1 - - 1 1 1 
88 or more - - - 1 1 1 1 - 4 
No A. - - - - - - 2 
100/ T m ioojS loojS 
k- 
i 
1
! Too£ T x F 
Quality of Animals 
A l l Non-Grade 12 9 7 16 n 27 — _ 
Some of each - - 1 - 1 i - - « 
Al l Grade 10 22 5 53 44 22 - -
No Herd 78 69 08 29 44 51 - -
N.A, _ _ _ _ __ „ 
ID OF/ 100/ 100;' 100/ 10C% 100/ 
TABLE 5.20: 
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MECHANISATION 
Type of Cultivation Used; Percent of ' Farmers 
Hand Only 47}' 
Ox-plough ' " 10 
Tractor 22 
Tractor amd Ox 18 
N.A. 3 
10CP/o 
TABLE 5.7: 
FARMERS COMPETENCE AS JUDGED BY THEMSELVES IN COMPARISON WITH NEIGHBOURS 
(Percent of Farmers') 
Much better 35jo 
Better 14 
About the same 39 
Other 3 
N.A. 9 
Tnry/o 
REASON I OR QriNQ BETTER: 
No reason given 50}' 
Uses f e r t i l i s e r 12 
Type, quality or quantity of crops 36 
Fer t i l i t y of soi l higher 2 
Has more land 2 
Has morn or better labour 10 
Has morci or better livestock 20 
Has more or nearer water supply 3 
Other 5 
140?" 
Note: Total, comes to more than 10fP because some farmers gave two 
reasons. 
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TABLE 5.3 
HUSBANDRY FR/^UESS 
(Note: I t i s not suggested by this table that a l l these practices 
are always aporopriate). 
Not Always Sometimes Never N.A, Total 
Aware Use Use' Use 
Practice: (Percent of F armers) 
Crop rotation 3r> 52% 20/ 20/ 100/ 
Terracing 3 33 22 41 100 
Contour plough G 39 5 49 100 
Leave land 
fr?.!5 O'j 6 39 22 32 1 100 
Compost 3 56 12 29 100 
Boma Manure 3 49 21 25 2 100 
'AI'LE 5 .9 : 
LjE: OF CHEiVJCAL FERTILISER 
la ITCE OF INFORMATION ON FERTILISER APPLICATION: Percent of Farmer;, 
Doesn't use f e r t i l i s e r 19/ 
Own guess 10 
Neighbour -
Seller 13 
Agricultural extension 57 
Soil test -
Other 3 
N.A. 1 
lOCF/o 
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TABLE 5.in: 
FARM EQUIPMENT OWNED 
TYPE OF 
EQUIPMENT 
Wheel-*barrow 
Ox-Car t 
Ox-Plough 
Tractor 
Tractor plough 
Milk separator 
Spray pump 
None 
43/ 
94 
99 
97 
83 
97 
45/ 
RESPONDENT OWNS 
1 of each 
Condition 
2 or more 
of each 
Total 
Good/Fair Poor Good/Fair 
(Percent of Farmers") 
^Condition 
Poor 
4 
1 
? 
13 
' 2' 
33 
1 
1 
18 
2 
1 
4 
20 
100% 
100/ 
lOCP/o 
100 
100 
100 
100/ 
TABLE 5.11 
LARGEST MOTOR VEHICLE OWNED* 
TYPF OF VFHICLE. (Percent of Farmers) 
No motor vehicle 61% 
Lund Rover/Cruiser 3 
Passenger Car 23 
Motorcycle 4 
Van 1 
RLck-up, undnir 1,000 Kg. 4 
Pick-up, over 1,000 Kg. 3 
Lorry, undnr 2,000 Kg. 
Lorry, ovor 2,000 Kg. 1 
100/ 
Not including those for transport business, i f any. 
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TABLE 5.12: / _ 
SUALITY OF FARM HOUSE 
T'/nr of Construction; Proportion of Farmers 
No houso on farm 10$ 
Stone -vails, corrugated/tile roof 31 
Wood 'Vails, corrugated roof 1 
Mud Walls, thatch roof 9 
N.A. 1 
- • - 100/ " 
Number of Rooms: 
None 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 or N.A. Total 
more • -
10$ 3/ 7$. " 21$ 22$ 22$ 4$ 3/ 3/ 3/ 100$ 
TABLE 5.3 3; 
FARM HOUSE POSSESSIONS 
House Furnishings/ Number Owned; 
Personal Ftassessions: No nr.; - 1_ £ ' 3 4 or more N.A. Total 
[Percent of Farmers) 
Lamp 22°/ irr/o 35/ 12$ 15/ 9$ 100/ 
Paraffin/gas Stove 47 40 7 1 - 5 100/ 
Radio 32 54 8 1 - 5 100}' 
Watch 27 29 24 10 5 4 lOCP/o 
Sewing machine 82 10 3 - 1 5 100$ 
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TABLE 5.20: 
SOURCES OF ELECTRIC PD .'EH AND 'W\TER 
/ 
Source of Electricity 
Mai ns 
Generator 
None 
N.A. 
Total 
Percent of Farmers 
5/o 
'1 
8 7 
6 
100/c 
Sourer; of '7,.iter; Percent of Farmers 
Pined 27°/ 
Well on premises 30 
Fetched from within 3 Km. 1 
7 to 10 Km. 1 
N.A. 41 
Total: 100/ 
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TABLE 5.16; 
FARHEPS' RANKING OF DIFFERENT SOLRCES OF INCOME 
Source of Incomer 
Farm 
Business 
Own Salary 
Others' Salaries 
Other Sources 
No 2nd or 3rd source 
Special cases: 
In Order of Importance 
1st 2nd 
(Percent of Respondents) 
24$ 53/ 
16 12 
58 14 
1 6 
1 7 
1 
100/r 
2 
100$ 
3rd 
18$ 
11 
3 
4 
9 
55 
1 
100/ 
TABLE 5.17: 
BUSINESSES RUN BY FARMERS 
Business Ownership: 
No business 
One business 
Two or more businesses 
Total.: 
(Percent of Farmers) 
71$ 
22 
7 
100/c 
i s t Bus 2nd Bus 
Type of Business; 
Retail trading 25% 
Wholesale and retai l 1 2 
Transport 3 1 
Agricultural 
production/food 
processing - --
Manufacturing 1 1 
N.A. - 2 
All farmers owning 
businesses: 30/ % 
r 
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TABLE 5.20: 
FARMERS' AND OTHER SALARY EABNEBS' JOBS 
Farmors Other Earners 
(Percent of respondents) 
No job 
Teaching 
Government 
Cler ica l , sales 
Artisan 
Unskilled 
Trading 
Other 
N.A, 
TABLE 5.10: 
CHARACTER Of OTHER SOLRCES Dr INCOME 
Percent of Farmers 
59% 
18 
8 
1 
10 
3 
lOCP/o 
29<o 
37 
12 
8 
6 
3 
4 
1 
100P/ 
61°/ 
19 
5 
9 
1 
1 
3 
lOCP/o 
Type of Income: 
None reported 
Rent land or building 
Remittances 
Rent + remittances 
Other 
N.A. 
NOTE: No farmer reported renting out equipment. 
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TABLE 5.20: 
SIZE 0F INCOME SOLRCE COMPARED TO 2 YEARS AOO: 
Compared to 2 years ago, Importance of Income Source: 
source brings in: 1st 2nd 3rd 
fPercent of Respondents) 
Much more 40/ 12 6 
L i t t l e more 44 58 15 
L i t t l e less 5 14 18 
Much less 1 6 3 
No 2nd or 3rd source 5 54 
N.A. 1 5 3 
100/ 100/ 100/ 
TABLE 5.21: 
PLANS fe ENLARGE OR IMPROVE FARM 
Type of Plan: Percent of Farmers 
Has no plans 36/ 
Buy or rent more land 1 
Cultivate more crops 18 
Cultivate other crops 3 
Raise more animals 33 
Raise other animals 1 
Building . 1 
Equipment, irrigation 5 
Other 1 
100/ 
TIME /HEN PLAN WILL BE CARRIED OUT 
Has no plans 36/ 
Within a year. 13 
Specific time, over 1 year 21 
Vague.cr uncertain 26 
Other, N.A. 4 
Too/. 
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TABLE 5.22: 
MAJOR PURCHASES REQUIRED TO CARRY OUT IMPROVEMENT PLANS 
Purchases required: Percant or Farmers 
with improvement Plans 
None 
More land 
Equipment 
Fencing, building 
Fe r t i l i s e r 
Seeds, sp l i t s , trees 
N.A. 
11% 
14 
9 
5 
Total: 100% 
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TABLE 6.11 
_ 3? _ 
INTEREST RATES ON LOANS 
IDS/WP 342 A. 
1s t Loan 2nd Loan 3rd Loan 
(Percent of Respondents) 
No 2nd or 3rd Loan 
Less than 9$ 
9$ to less than 10$ 
10$ exactly 
Over 10$ l ess than 11$ 
11 $ or over 
N.A. 
3.8 
14.5 
59.3 
0.5 
21 .8 
66.3$ 
2.2 
3.2 
7.9 
20.5 
90.5$ 
0.3 
1.3 
1.9 
6.0 
100.0$ 100.( 100.0$ 
TAHLi: 6.12 Ii.IPAGT OP HIGHER INTEREST 
IP INTEREST RATES WERE MUCH 
HIGHER, SAY 50$ HIGHER, WOULD 
THAT MAKE ANY DIFFERENCE TO YOU? 
No d i f f e rence 
Would produce loss , or l ess p r o f i t 
Would borrow less 
Would change business 
Other 
N.A. 
TYPE OF BANK LOAN 
Business Farm Overall 
(Percent of Respondents) 
48$ 45$ 43.9$ 
44 39 40.4 
- 1 1 .3 
- 1 1.6 
6 11 11 .4 
2 3 1.6 
100$ 100$ 100.0$ 
- 3a - IDS/WP 342 ,A. 
TABLE 6.13 IMPACT OF LOWER INTEREST 
IF INTEREST RATES WERE MUCH 
LOWER - SAY ONLY HALP AS GREAT 
AS THEY ARE NOW, WOULD THAT 
MAKE ANY DIFFERENCE? 
TYPE OF BANK LOAN 
Business Farm Overa l l 
(Percent of respondents) 
No d i f f e r e n c e 27$ 36$ 
Would increase p r o f i t 40 24 
Repon.pondent would borrow more 18 16 
Respondent would change business 1 1 
Other 13 20 
N.A. 1 3 
1C0$ 100$ 
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TABLE 6.14 KESPCHSL TO 3QTH HIGHER AND LOWER INTEREST RATES 
Lower I n t e r e s t 
(Percent o f Respondents) 
o o 
a a) 
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a) 
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rP <3j 
i-l 
EH 
O 
E-l 
Higher I n t e r e s t . _ 
S tZ t= 
"t 
o hs' » —1 
No d i f f e r e n c e 22% 11% 4 % # 6% 44>J 
Would produce l o s s 
or l e s s p r o f i t 7 19 8 1 4 2 40 
Would borrow l e s s - 1 - - * - 1 
Would change business 1 1 1 - - - c Cm 
Other 
N.A. 
2 2' 
1 
3 ' ' 
1 -
5 - 1 1 
1 
TOTAL IlO
 
l^/o 
I P J j 
U f a _2% 100-. 
* Less than 0.5 percent . 
(Tables 6.15 "to 6.17 omi t t ed ) . 
r 
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TABLE 6.18 DISTRIBUTION OP BORROWERS ACCORDING TO WHETHER THEY 
HAVE PLANS PCR ADDITIONAL LOANS 
Has plans 
Hao no plans but could use more funds. 
Has no plana 
N.A. 
Percent of Respondents 
71.3$ 
19.6 
7.9 
0.3 
100.0$ 
TABLE 6.19 
AMOUNTS OP ADDITIONAL MONEY RESPONDENTS COULD PROFITABLY USE-
LOAN FUNDS THAT COULD BE 
PROFITABLY EMPLOYED 
(K. Shs.) 
TYPE OP BANK LOAN 
Business Fa rra Overall 
None 
Les3 than 5,000 
5,000-9,999 
10,000-19,999 
20,000-49,999 
50,000-99, 999 
100,000-499,999 
500,000- Or more 
N.A. 
7$ 
1 
4 
9 
32 
21 
18 
4 
4 
4$ 
4 
4 
21 
31 
18 
10 
2 
6 
5.7?-
3.2 
4.4 
16.7 
28.7 
17.7 
16.4 
2.8 
4,4 
100$ 100$ 100.0'-

- 3a - IDS/WP 342 ,A. 
TABLE 6.21 
AVAILABILITY OP CREDIT TO SAMPLED RESPONDENTS BY TYPE OE 
CREDIT NEED. 
RESPONDENTS REPORTS:- A l l Respondent® w i t h plans 
to ob ta in l oan* 
S u f f i c i e n t C r e d i t f o r Business 
or Farm Purposes* 42.0$ 43^ 
S u f f i c i e n t c r e d i t f o r 
persona l needs 
I n s u f f i c i e n t c r e d i t f o r 
personal needs 
34.1 
7.9 
33 
10 
I n s u f f i c i e n t c r e d i t f o r business 
or Farm Purposes. 56.5 55 
S u f f i c i e n t c r e d i t f o r 
persona l needs 36.9 39 
I n s u f f i c i e n t c r e d i t f o r 
persona l needs. 19.6 16 
Repor t not a s c e r t a i n e d 1.6 2 100.0^ i1ro% 
The Respondent was asked: Do you have plans a t p r esen t ; f o r tak ing 
any a d d i t i o n a l loans from any source? Do you f i n d tha t you can 
g e t a l l the l oans you want f o r your farm or business needs? 
Are you ab l e to g e t a l l the l oans o r c r e d i t you want f o r your persona l 
o r f a m i l y needs? 
- 43 - IDS/WP 3 4 2 A . 
TABLE 5.20: 
PLAIP.IED USE OF ANY ADDITIONAL LOANS ACCORDING TO ADDITIONAL FUNDS 
RESPONDENT COULD PROFITABLY USE 
. Pe r c en t o f Respondents ) 
LOAN FUNDS THAT COULD BE PROFITABLY EMPLOYED 
